


traffic, it being un dergtoga . 

released would not include any | p techniques. 

2. In response to a I request for an interln state* 

meat, and to enable the Directed, MSA, better to I advise USCIB with 
regard to certain technical ap& securi ty aspects! of the pr oposal, 
an inf onsal memorandum was addressed to f ~| in which 

it wa s indicated that while there was no objection to release of 
I I materials within already agreed limits, th i L8IB proposal 
went beyond those limits and raised certain quo itions. The view 
was expressed that there would be some advant age in keeping w ithin 
the already agreed limit at ions in the initial ! I dis- 

cussions. On the basis of information developed in these discus- 
eictts it might then be possible to assess the situation mors ac- 
curately and make a decision accordingly. \ 



itions , 
i In ke 



3* In reference (b), the Director, NSA, 
views had been requested on four specific 



ed that the 
u vis: 




b. What is degree of security the 
lng in handlin g and dissondnating the results 
I [ efforts? 

e. To what extent is I \ aaai 

nssdsd in view of the success that thej j 

to bs aehieving? 



are ebserv- 
their 



Lstsnce really 
are reported 
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Vnrdanee with com* 

[lion reported herein. 
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Obtained by th 




Information 



do ! What effect will any extension of relations on the 

H problem hare on exchange arrangements currently in 
effect with respect to other problem? 



4* The LSZB proposal was considered at the Mgfrty-second Meet- 
_log_of USCXB (see reference (c)) at which tima_iL-waa_ 1 agreed to infora 
| authorities that their dealings with the| jhould bo eon- 

fined to the provisions of paragraphs 4 and 5 «f Appendix "F" to the 
BRUSA Agreement. A subsequent decision w as made to withhold such 
notification pending receipt and study of I report. 

5* In respons e to th e questions referred to in paragraph 3 



above, the Director 



a e to th 

, i n 



has supplied the following information: 



a. Intent was to limit any nt 

infomation to sjotems which 

Texta information furnished would nob Include BRUSA notations « 
Working arrangesmats designed to avoid duplication would make 
it quite eaay to separate! Results. 



3605 

toy 



)5 b. The question of security was raised with the | 

by U and. he vm su pplied with in formation about ar- 
ran g ements both iaj _|and| _| In addition to the 

information contained in the encloeure herewith; a more da- 
ta iled deecrioticn of the arrangements has been promised to 
the! L 



a. The question of 

I did not arise, "... praam 

of their success in this fields" 



| assistance to the 
se&uae of the degree 



The proposals related to 

~| see them, would not have any 



I only, and, as 
feet on other eac- 



7* In view o 
any further reply t 



oregoing there is a question as to whether 
authorities is called for at this time, in 
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that it is apparent that | 1 authorities do nob anticipate a re- 
quirement, at least for the tine being, to go beyond the provisions 
of paragraphs 4 and 5, Appendix ,f P", BRDSA* 

da Additional information on this subject mill be provided 
to USCIB members when received* 



3.3(h)(2) 

PL 86-36/50 USC 3605 



/ H. 4^/ JONES 

Acting Executive Secretary, USCIB 
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